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Fig.3 Analysis model of splitting tests.
Table 2 Characteristic value of timber.
Diameter of Young's Eml_aedment Yield
: e stiffness embedment strength
Wood species drift pin modulus : :
per unit area per unit length
d (mm) E (N/mm?) K, (N/mm°) P, (N/mm)
Japnese cedar 12 4818 587.3 329.8
16 418.1
Douglas fir 12 7238 910.7 432.8
16 542.0
Table 3 Characteristic value of drift pin.
Diameter of Young's 1st yield 2nd yield Initial Secondary
Drift pin drift pin modulus moment moment stiffness stiffness
d (mm) EN/mm?) My (N-mm) My, (N-mm) K (Nemm?) Kpp, (N-mm?)
$S400 12 205000 164711 245943 El 0.16-El
16 360793 500231 El 0.03-El
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Fig.4 Comparison between experimental and estimated value of splitting strength.



